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that is just going to give you some-
thing, folks are willing to raise their 
hand and say: Yes, give it to me. 

If you ask people to put some skin in 
the game, then it creates a completely 
different dynamic for who is on board 
and who is thinking they want to opt 
out this time around. 

Georgia is on board to the tune of 
$200 million because it is important. 
When things are important, we ought 
to be able to come together and get 
those things done. Again, this Port of 
Savannah, this Corps of Engineers 
project, this bit of the WRDA bill au-
thorized in the WRDA bill, the Water 
Resources Development Act, a rare epi-
sode of folks coming together and get-
ting things done. 

When we talk about what this means, 
Mr. Speaker, we are talking about 
11,000 jobs nationwide—11,000 jobs na-
tionwide. I say ‘‘nationwide,’’ Mr. 
Speaker. Only about 2,400 of those jobs 
are going to be local jobs there around 
the port. But we can’t get wrapped up 
in what is good for me and what is good 
for my community to the exclusion of 
what is good for us. We are all in this 
together. 

Is Savannah going to have a dis-
proportionate benefit for the invest-
ment in this port? Of course it is. They 
are also going to be disproportionately 
burdened. Their streets are going to be 
more crowded, and their housing prices 
are going be to affected. Everything is 
affected. But this is not a local con-
cern. This is a national concern. 

Mr. Speaker, the world is changing. 
The world is a dynamic place. Again, it 
doesn’t take much to see that what was 
the amazing engineering marvel that 
was the Panama Canal has been set 
aside now as being too old, too anti-
quated, and too small to handle mod-
ern needs. We are now talking about 
this Panamax canal that is going to 
bring ships the size of which you and I 
have never seen, Mr. Speaker, to Amer-
ican ports in record time, saving fuel, 
making a difference to the energy 
economy, and making a difference to 
price for American consumers. 

I am a conservative Republican from 
the Deep South, Mr. Speaker. I have a 
vision of what this country ought to 
look like, and it is a vision of a coun-
try where every man or woman can fol-
low his or her own hopes and dreams, 
wherever those hopes and dreams may 
take them. It is a vision where the gov-
ernment doesn’t put its foot on the 
throat of those young Americans who 
want to pursue those dreams. 

But it doesn’t mean that there is no 
role for government at all. When it 
comes to big infrastructure projects, 
the interstate highway system, for ex-
ample, that transportation bill that 
just passed this House 2 short weeks 
ago, when it comes to our ports, when 
it comes to those big issues of infra-
structure that matter to us all that 
aren’t just about jobs in our local area 
but about jobs across this country, we 
have to come together to make a dif-
ference in those ways. 

For those of us in Georgia, for those 
of us in the Southeast, this brought 
Democrats and Republicans together, 
Mr. Speaker. This brought State legis-
lators together with the executive 
branch. This brought folks together 
from Alabama, South Carolina, Flor-
ida, and more. We can do those big 
things that matter. They are not easy. 
Sometimes they take a year or 2 or 3. 
But in my 3 years of service in this in-
stitution, Mr. Speaker, I have never 
seen anything get done that was worth 
doing that didn’t involve someone 
working awfully hard to make it hap-
pen. And more times than not, it 
wasn’t one person working awfully 
hard, it was two of us or three of us or 
ten of us or 100 of us who got together 
to make these things happen. 

I am grateful to my colleagues for 
working with me to make sure the 
Port of Savannah is a success—again, 
not just a success for the city of Savan-
nah, not just a success for the State of 
Georgia, but a success for the United 
States of America. It is an example of 
the kinds of partnerships that we can 
create and the kinds of differences we 
can make in the pocketbooks of fami-
lies back home. 

There are going to be families who 
receive paychecks that would not have 
received those paychecks otherwise be-
cause of our cooperation and success. 
There are going to be consumers who 
are saving money at the cash register 
each and every day because we were 
able to come together and build this 
much-needed infrastructure project. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

f 

HOME RULE FOR THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DAINES). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, it is vir-
tually mandatory that I come to the 
floor this afternoon because the two 
most serious, antidemocratic, and anti- 
home rule amendments are pending in 
this House. I am very hopeful that they 
will not be sustained when the full 
Congress gets a look at them, but they 
certainly have passed this House: an 
amendment from Representative THOM-
AS MASSIE of Kentucky that attempts 
to wipe out, eliminate, all the gun laws 
of the Nation’s Capital—the Nation’s 
Capital, a prime terrorist target; the 
Nation’s Capital, where Cabinet mem-
bers lunch in our public places, go to 
our theaters, and walk in our streets; 
the Nation’s Capital, where there are 
650,000 residents; the Nation’s Capital, 
one of the big cities of America, and it 
is those big cities where gun violence is 
most likely to occur. That is the 
amendment from Representative 
MASSIE. 

Then there is another amendment 
from Representative ANDY HARRIS, an 

amendment that flies in the face of 
what is occurring across the country, 
of course, as 18 States long before the 
District of Columbia decriminalized 
their marijuana laws. So, too, has the 
District of Columbia. But this Member 
is seeking to meddle in the affairs of 
the District of Columbia—the local af-
fairs, local matters—and to somehow 
keep the local legislature from passing 
a local law just like the laws of those 
18 States. 

Now, I hasten to add that the Senate, 
the comparable subcommittee in the 
Senate, has considered this matter, and 
the Senate has passed what we call a 
clean bill, a clean appropriations bill 
for the District of Columbia. 

Of course, there is a kind of anomaly 
here. Why am I talking about the Dis-
trict of Columbia at all? Well, that is 
an anomaly that allows the District’s 
budget—every cent of it raised in the 
District of Columbia—to somehow 
come here to be approved by Members 
that are unaccountable for having 
raised a cent of that budget. 

b 1430 

So, yes, the Senate had to consider 
the District’s budget. By the way, our 
D.C. budget is balanced. The D.C. budg-
et has a large amount of revenue in ex-
cess of its annual taxes, a rainy day 
fund that would be the envy of most 
Members of this House, and yet it has 
to come to a House that has hardly 
been able to pass bills much less bal-
ance its budget. 

So the Senate says we recognize you 
can handle your own affairs, like any 
other American jurisdiction, and they 
have quickly passed or approved the 
District’s local budget. In addition, the 
Senate has also given the District both 
autonomy over its own budget so it 
wouldn’t have to come the Congress in 
the first place, and what we call legis-
lative autonomy. 

In addition to having to bring its 
local budget here, the residents of the 
District of Columbia, when they pass 
their local laws, those local laws have 
to rest here for a certain period of time 
to see if there is any Member who 
wants to jump up and ask to overturn 
them. However, usually the process of 
overturning a local law of the District 
of Columbia does not come through 
regular order, through the House and 
Senate, although there is such a proc-
ess that is allowed. It usually comes in 
the way in which Representative 
MASSIE and Representative HARRIS 
have interfered with the District. They 
simply try to use an amendment to an 
appropriation bill in order to overturn 
a District law, a kind of shortcut meth-
od. 

Of course, if one looks at why the 
District budget is over here, the Amer-
ican people would be, I think, pleased 
to know that no one, not one Member 
looks at the budget. They recognize 
that they are incompetent to do so, not 
because they are inherently incom-
petent, but because nobody would want 
to look at somebody else’s budget if 
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they have not had the opportunity to 
go through what they have gone 
through, and that is all of the hearings 
and the rest of it. So Congress doesn’t 
care about the budget. They have the 
budget here in order to use it as a vehi-
cle to overturn local laws, and that is 
what has happened with the gun 
amendment and with the marijuana de-
criminalization amendment. 

Now, I want to speak about both re-
sponses from residents and about what 
these Members have done. The gun 
amendment is the most serious because 
what Representative THOMAS MASSIE 
from Kentucky has tried to do affects 
the lives and the public safety of the 
residents of this city. This is some-
thing you don’t fool with. The reason 
that the Framers left such local mat-
ters, public safety, to local people, is 
because of what is at stake. Nobody in 
Washington, that is to say official 
Washington, can tell anyone in some-
one’s hometown anything that they 
should want to hear about their own 
local public safety. 

As it turns out, the District of Co-
lumbia is very proud of its low crime 
rate, its low gun violence rate, because 
like other big cities, earlier on, within 
the last 15 or 20 years, it was like other 
big cities. It had high gun violence 
rates, but those have been brought 
down. 

And you can imagine that in a big 
city, keeping the city safe from gun vi-
olence is a very big deal, particularly 
when that city turns out not to be just 
any city, when it turns out to be the 
Capital of the United States. And yet 
what Representative MASSIE has done 
would make the District of Columbia 
the most permissive gun jurisdiction in 
the United States. What is almost 
laughable, if it weren’t so tragic, is 
that, were his amendment to become 
law, the District of Columbia would 
have a more permissive set of gun laws 
than Representative MASSIE’s own dis-
trict in Kentucky. This gentleman 
lives in a county of 17,000 people. He is 
a cattle farmer. That is a different cul-
ture that I respect in his county, and 
yes, in his State. 

All the people of the District of Co-
lumbia are demanding is the same kind 
of respect, reciprocal respect, and that 
is what you don’t get when a Member 
decides not to attend to the business of 
his own State, but knowing nothing 
about your State, saying not one mum-
bling word to you, who represent the 
District, the only Member who rep-
resents this district, or to any local of-
ficial, when you then decide in the 
most tyrannical way to use authority 
that essentially even this Congress 
never intended you to have because 40 
years ago the Congress passed the 
Home Rule Act. 

It recognized when the country was, 
frankly, being criticized for not using 
the same standard with its own Capital 
that it demands of the rest of the 
world. Its own Capital didn’t even have 
a local government, a home rule gov-
ernment. It was ruled by three commis-

sioners. The people of the District 
couldn’t elect their government. It had 
no Member of Congress. What kind of 
democracy is that in your Nation’s 
Capital? Well, Congress said that is not 
democracy. 

So Members can cite all they want 
about the Constitution, which indeed 
said that because it is the Nation’s 
Capital, there is jurisdiction in the 
Congress. But nothing in the Constitu-
tion said that Congress had to keep 
that jurisdiction and could never give 
the District democracy, and so it did. 
The Home Rule Act of 1973, with that 
act, from this Congress, this Congress 
said we shall no longer be the tyran-
nical lawmakers for people unaccount-
able to us, making laws for people who 
can’t vote for us or against us. We give 
that up because it is inconsistent with 
our values of democracy, and we say it 
to the world: we give it up now. And so 
they did. 

So any Member who tries to say we 
have the authority, it is like any ty-
rant in the world who says because I 
can do it, I am going to do it. Yes, you 
can do it if you want to betray your 
own principles. 

Now, I note for the RECORD that 
these Members profess to be Tea Party 
Republicans. Their major standard in 
this Congress is that power, even power 
that the Federal Government legiti-
mately has, shall be devolved, sent 
back to local jurisdictions and to 
States. 

How can you call yourself a small 
government, local government, states’ 
rights Republican and then be instru-
mental in putting the big foot of the 
Federal Government on a local juris-
diction—as it turns out, your own Na-
tion’s Capital—and just to make this 
more absurdly antidemocratic, in a 
Congress where that Member cannot 
even vote up or down on the Harris 
amendment or on the Massie amend-
ment. 

If, my friends, that is not tyranny, 
then the word has no meaning. Unac-
countable, and you stand in the way of 
making the only Member who rep-
resents the District, where you are 
interfering, making her unaccountable 
too with no vote on this floor—is this 
America? No, it is the Tea Party Re-
publican Congress. 

The gun amendment that has been 
introduced by Representative MASSIE 
as a bald attempt to score political 
points, and he says so—I will quote 
from his own statement shortly—to 
make political points at the expense of 
states’ rights, the rights of my own 
constituents, and most seriously, at 
the expense of their public safety. 

What is Representative THOMAS 
MASSIE trying to do here in Wash-
ington, instead of finding things to do 
for the people of Kentucky? Well, this 
is what he is trying to do in the Na-
tion’s Capital: to allow carrying on the 
streets a gun, open or concealed, of any 
kind; assault weapon, any kind, no 
holds; allowing assault weapons, in-
cluding .50-caliber sniper weapons, to 

be possessed; allowing magazines hold-
ing an unlimited number of bullets to 
be possessed. 

Do you know how many motorcades 
of cars go through the streets of the 
Nation’s Capital every single day car-
rying dignitaries at every level of gov-
ernment from across the world? They 
stop the traffic because the safety of 
these officials is so important to the 
Nation and to the world. So we are not 
only talking about our own Cabinet of-
ficials, we are talking about 20 million 
people who visit this city, prime min-
isters, heads of states. 

Let me go on about what kind of gun 
atmosphere Mr. MASSIE wants here in 
the Nation’s Capital. 

Private sale of guns without any 
background checks. Any Tom, Dick, or 
Harry, rogue or criminal, could get a 
gun and bring it into the Nation’s Cap-
ital. 

The purchase of guns with no waiting 
period. 

The purchase of an unlimited number 
of guns in one day. 

That is what he wants here in one of 
the big cities, the Nation’s Capital. 

Well, all he has done is bring unin-
tended confusion. He certainly has got-
ten a response from the city. The 
mayor of the city, the police chief was 
out of town but her assistant chief 
came to this House and held a press 
conference about the outrage of inter-
fering with the chief and most impor-
tant duty of the mayor and the police 
chief: keeping the streets of the Dis-
trict safe. 

But this amendment isn’t quite doing 
what Mr. MASSIE intended. In fact, 
both of these amendments, the Harris 
marijuana decriminalization amend-
ment and the Massie amendment, show 
why amendments to appropriations 
bills really aren’t the way to proceed. 
It is true that you can try to introduce 
a bill to accomplish the same thing, 
but amendments to appropriations con-
tain a few words and they end up doing 
things you never expected. This was a 
69-word appropriation rider that tries 
to overturn four complicated laws; you 
just can’t do it with an amendment and 
get done what you are trying to do. 

b 1445 

This is what we found. We are still 
looking at the implications of the 
Massie amendment. It appears that 
THOMAS MASSIE has made some of our 
laws less restrictive and some more re-
strictive. 

Then there is another interpretation 
that says that the city may be left 
with only laws that have been declared 
unconstitutional, and of course, those 
are unenforceable. 

Then looking at the language, an-
other reading says that the amendment 
has not only blocked the four com-
plicated gun laws intended, but has 
also blocked enforcement of laws that 
these laws amended, and these laws 
amended laws that have been found un-
constitutional. That is just how com-
plicated this is. 
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Now, what I think I have shown is 

that it is technically impossible to do 
what THOMAS MASSIE tried to do in 69 
words. Never mind, though, if all you 
are bent on is undemocratically pok-
ing, inserting yourself into a district 
not your own, you are bound to make 
mistakes. 

In order to do what THOMAS MASSIE 
wanted to do, he would have had to 
write a law as complicated as the Dis-
trict of Columbia’s own carefully- 
wrought laws—gun laws are. Remem-
ber, their laws had to be redeveloped 
because of the Supreme Court decision 
that said that D.C.’s original laws were 
not constitutional, so they went back 
and revised their laws, and they came 
up with, yes, strict gun laws. 

There have been challenges to those 
gun laws. The Federal courts have 
upheld the District’s gun registration 
requirement, the Federal courts have 
upheld the District’s assault weapons 
ban, and the Federal courts have 
upheld the District’s ban on large-ca-
pacity ammunition feeding devices. 

Why in the world would anyone have 
gone to court against those in the first 
place, I am not sure, but anybody who 
reads the Supreme Court decision as 
saying you can carry any gun, any-
where you want to, ought to read it 
again. 

All the Supreme Court said was that 
you are allowed to have and own a gun 
in your own home, period. That is all 
the Supreme Court has said—not to 
carry those guns into the streets of big 
cities where gun tragedies occur on a 
frequent basis. 

I make no challenge to where my col-
leagues stand on guns. I believe in a 
country full of diversity of all kinds. If 
you look at the great United States 
from East to West, with its extraor-
dinary diverse geography, you can un-
derstand why there would be vast dif-
ferences among residents on issues like 
guns. 

Why in the world would we not want 
to respect those differences? This is the 
United States of America. It means, in 
the States & D.C., we have the freedom 
to entertain differences and to carry 
them out there. That is all the resi-
dents of the District of Columbia are 
asking—indeed, demanding. 

Wherever you stand on guns is no 
business of mine, and I will never try 
to convince you in your own State how 
to behave with those guns. All that the 
people I represent are asking is that we 
be accorded the same respect. 

Representative MASSIE came on this 
floor initially with a version of his gun 
amendment. The Speaker sitting there 
before him found his amendment to be 
out of order. It was unartfully written. 

Normally, if your own party—the 
Speaker in the chair is from his party, 
the majority controls the floor—if your 
own Speaker says that your amend-
ment is out of order, that is the end of 
it. 

To understand the kind of Member 
we are dealing with—his own Speaker 
had ruled his amendment out of order— 

the sensible thing to do is what he was 
finally forced to do, go back, go to the 
staff who knows how to write these 
amendments, and say: write me an 
amendment that won’t be out of order. 

Instead, he stood his ground and said 
he wanted a vote to overrule his own 
Speaker, that his amendment was out 
of order. That so embarrassed his col-
leagues on the other side that people 
gathered around him trying to con-
vince him he really didn’t want to do 
that, there was another way, go back 
and rewrite your amendment. 

What began as stubbornness was be-
coming a matter of embarrassment for 
the Republican majority because a vote 
to overrule the Speaker demands an 
immediate vote of the House. It was 
now 7 or 8 at night. 

Members had been told there would 
be no more votes, so they were scat-
tered throughout the region, in Mary-
land, in Virginia, and the far reaches of 
the District of Columbia. Had, indeed, 
they been called back, the most angry 
Member would not have been me, it 
would have been his own colleagues. 

Finally, unable to convince him to 
accept the ruling of the Chair—and the 
people of Kentucky ought to know 
what kind of Member they sent here 
and perhaps do something about it—in-
stead of accepting the technical prob-
lem and going back forthrightly and 
dealing with it, he demanded a vote 
anyway. 

The vote could only be called a hu-
miliation of the Member because the 
votes were by voice and both sides 
voted against the Member’s amend-
ment, including his own side over 
there, and the only one to vote for his 
amendment was him. 

So what he did finally is what he had 
to do. He went back, and he rewrote his 
amendment, and, of course, he has 
come back, and it passed, but with the 
unintended and confused consequences 
I just indicated. 

This is a Member, I say to the people 
of Kentucky, who has introduced all of 
six bills—just by way of comparison 
only, because you can’t be judged by 
the number of bills you introduce—but 
he has introduced six, I have intro-
duced 64. The difference is I have spent 
my time asking: What do my constitu-
ents need? 

I bet the people of Mr. MASSIE’s dis-
trict in Kentucky need more than an 
amendment likely not to prevail at the 
end of the Congress that overturns all 
the gun laws in the Nation’s Capital. 
Indeed, I want to know what that does 
for one single resident of THOMAS 
MASSIE’s district. 

He was asked by the press: Why 
would you do this? He said: Because I 
want to try to restore gun rights any-
where I can. 

He thinks he can here, despite the 
Home Rule Act, where Congress gave 
up the authority to pass laws for the 
District of Columbia. 

Well, he had an opportunity twice 
since the D.C. amendment passed to 
try to restore gun rights any way he 

could. A congressional staff member 
was arrested here in the House just a 
few days ago for bringing a gun into 
the Capitol complex. This person has 
been arrested. I can’t believe, since he 
is a staffer, he intended to bring it 
here, but the law is the law, whether 
you are a staffer or a visitor. 

Why hasn’t THOMAS MASSIE intro-
duced a bill here where nobody could 
say he lacks jurisdiction, a bill to 
allow guns to be brought into the 
House of Representatives? I challenge 
him, if he means what he says, that he 
wants to at least try to restore gun 
rights ‘‘anywhere I can,’’ then he must 
begin where he lives, right here on the 
House floor, so that no staff member 
will be embarrassed again. Here, at 
least, those who would be affected are 
accountable to him, as the residents I 
represent are not. 

It looks like—if you were to judge by 
these incidents all within a week’s 
time—there are people who believe 
that Representative MASSIE meant 
what he said because just a couple of 
days ago, a man—yet again, from 
South Carolina—brought a loaded 
Ruger LC9 semiautomatic pistol with a 
round in the chamber, into the Capitol 
complex, and he too was arrested, be-
cause it is a Federal law, 40 U.S.C. 5104, 
which makes it an offense to carry a 
gun in the Capitol complex with a pen-
alty up to 5 years of imprisonment. 

Do you want to do something for the 
people of Kentucky who may visit here 
or the people of America? Here is a law 
that THOMAS MASSIE has full jurisdic-
tion to overturn, so I challenge him—if 
THOMAS MASSIE is looking for a way to 
restore gun rights ‘‘anywhere I can,’’ I 
challenge you to at least introduce 
such a bill here, if for no other reason, 
for consistency’s sake. 

Don’t think that what Mr. MASSIE 
has done has not been noted in Ken-
tucky. I am quoting from a Kentucky 
TV station—and maybe this is partly 
inexperience because we don’t see more 
experienced Members who may agree 
with Mr. MASSIE coming forward so 
recklessly—but this Kentucky staffer 
says: 

First-term Republican Representative 
Thomas Massie said it is his business to try 
to overturn Washington, D.C.’s gun control 
laws. 

Then it says—and this is a straight- 
out news report: 

Massie’s congressional district stretches 
from eastern Jefferson County, Oldham, 
Shelby, and Spencer Counties, all the way to 
the West Virginia border. 

If the libertarian Republican has his way, 
his influence will stretch to the District of 
Columbia’s gun laws. 

b 1500 

That is how it was reported in Ken-
tucky. There is an irony here that is 
not lost in his home State. Take the 
Courier-Journal in Kentucky, which 
ran an editorial that was headlined, 
‘‘Big foot government.’’ 

It says, ‘‘A couple of Members of 
Kentucky’s congressional delegation 
who claim to want government out of 
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our lives want to force more of it on 
the District of Columbia. Tea Party fa-
vorites’’—they also name RAND PAUL 
because he has introduced a bill (not an 
appropriation amendment) that has 
been set back in the Senate, but his is 
an entire bill to overturn the gun laws 
of the Nation’s Capital. 

Rand Paul wants to be President of 
the United States, and he is putting in 
bills, by the way, that are far softer 
than the gun bill—bills that you might 
expect from the Democratic side—in 
order to try to make Independents and 
Democrats think that he is more ac-
ceptable than his words have indicated 
he is in the past. 

Continuing, The Courier-Journal, the 
biggest newspaper in Kentucky, says 
that the two of them, ‘‘libertarian- 
leaning Republicans, are pushing meas-
ures in Congress to roll back Wash-
ington, D.C.’s strict gun laws adopted 
by its officials to try to reduce gun vio-
lence in the nation’s capital.’’ 

It goes on, but let me quote from an-
other part of that editorial. ‘‘Too bad 
their concern doesn’t extend to the 
right of residents of Washington to 
have a vote in Congress. The delegate 
from Washington has no floor vote, 
which means Ms. NORTON could only 
complain about the gun measure, but 
not vote against it. That sounds like 
taxation without representation, some-
thing anyone who purports to love lib-
erty ought to oppose.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, not only taxation with-
out representation, but the people I 
represent pay the highest taxes per 
capita to the Federal Government, 
$12,000 per resident, which is the high-
est in the United States. 

One ought to understand our outrage 
when people from Kentucky or Mary-
land or anywhere else in the country 
who pay less taxes try to tell us how to 
conduct our local affairs. 

The gun amendment certainly riled 
D.C. residents, but that amendment is 
one of only two such amendments. The 
other, of course, is the marijuana de-
criminalization law that I mentioned 
when I began. 

It is interesting to note, Mr. Speaker, 
that when the marijuana decrimi-
nalization law passed, along with the 
gun law, The Associated Press had an 
apt headline: ‘‘Guns Okay, Pot Dan-
gerous.’’ That tells you something 
about the Republican House of Rep-
resentatives. 

The residents of this region—where 
we have lived as one region—have built 
the same Metro and use the same 
Metro with taxes coming from the en-
tire region, and even though we have 
differing views on many issues, we try 
to live as one region and not meddle 
into the affairs of our neighbors, so 
this marijuana amendment was a par-
ticular outrage because it came from a 
Maryland Representative. 

The first thing that the largest D.C. 
rights organization in D.C. did was to 
call for a boycott of the Eastern Shore, 
which Mr. Harris represents. The East-
ern Shore lives off of Maryland, Vir-

ginia, and D.C., in the summertime. 
They have got to make it then, or the 
Eastern Shore isn’t going to make it 
for the rest of the year. 

When D.C. Vote called for a boycott, 
it suggested that residents choose Re-
hoboth Beach, Delaware; or Chin-
coteague Island, Virginia; but not the 
Eastern Shore because it said: They 
don’t support us; why should we sup-
port them? 

Of course, there will be allies across 
the region who will hear that call and 
who will not go to the Eastern Shore 
this summer. 

Residents continue to try in other 
ways to say to Representative HARRIS: 
stay out of our affairs, attend to your 
own. 

Two dozen residents came here this 
week to file complaints with Rep-
resentative HARRIS. They say he is act-
ing like he is a member of the city 
council, so we are going to treat him 
like he is a member of the city council. 

So they brought their complaints one 
by one, and Representative HARRIS’ 
chief of staff had to stand there to re-
ceive these complaints from the resi-
dents of the District of Columbia. 

Nathan Harrington, who is a teacher 
in the District of Columbia, said, now 
that he sees who has the power, he is 
coming to Rep. HARRIS because there 
are some vacant houses in his neigh-
borhood and he demands that Rep-
resentative ANDY HARRIS take care of 
those vacant houses, right away. ANDY 
HARRIS has got the power. He has 
shown us he has got the power. 

Mr. Harrington said: either he rep-
resents us or doesn’t. If he doesn’t, 
then stay out of our business. If he 
does, take care of those vacant houses. 

Representative HARRIS did not come 
forward to receive these complaints, 
but his chief of staff did stand there, 
with civility, and receive these office- 
hours complaints from D.C. Vote resi-
dents. 

There were a number of other com-
plaints that came to Mr. HARRIS’ of-
fice. A resident said they wanted more 
visible street signs. One resident said 
they want more bike lanes. If you have 
got somebody who can put the big foot 
of the Federal Government on your 
back, then surely he can do little 
things like get you some bike lanes. 

This may be tongue-in-cheek, but it 
does show you the residents of the Dis-
trict of Columbia are going to come at 
you in more ways than one, and yes, 
there is a sense of humor here, and 
then there is something very serious, 
like that boycott. 

To its credit, when the boycott of the 
Eastern Shore was initiated by D.C. 
Vote, it sent word to its local chamber 
of commerce and to its local commer-
cial section that it had absolutely 
nothing against them, that many of us 
had enjoyed the Eastern Shore, but es-
sentially, we were powerless here. 

I could note vote against the Harris 
amendment. I don’t expect the resi-
dents of the District of Columbia to sit 
around and take it. You want to mess 

with us, we are going to mess with you. 
We are going to mess with you in your 
district, we are going to mess with you 
here. 

We are first-class American citizens. 
We are not going to take it. We are 
going to do everything we can to blan-
ket your State about how you are med-
dling in our affairs, instead of taking 
care of your state’s business. 

I didn’t organize any of this. I am ex-
pressing the outrage of the people I 
represent, and let me tell you, while 
they made light with this constituent 
services day in Representative HARRIS’ 
office, this is dead serious for us be-
cause our marijuana amendment 
wasn’t passed because of some college 
students—and this is a big college 
town—lobbied the council about pot. 

It was passed in the wake of two 
studies by very reputable organiza-
tions, The Lawyers’ Committee for 
Civil Rights Under Law and the Amer-
ican Civil Liberties Union. They found 
that in this progressive town, 90 per-
cent of those arrested for smoking 
marijuana were Black. 

I can’t tell you exactly why, but it 
probably has a lot to do with where the 
police presence is most likely to be, 
but these figures fly in the face of fig-
ures that show that Blacks and Whites 
use marijuana at the same rate. 

I don’t know whether Members ap-
preciate what a ‘‘drug’’ offense—and 
that is what a marijuana offense is— 
means to a Black kid. It is the end of 
his working life. He is likely to carry 
around a stereotype based on his color 
and often his gender, if he is a Black 
boy or Black man. He won’t be able to 
explain away this drug offense—mari-
juana offense. 

That is what got the city council to 
pass this law. So anyone who interferes 
with us on this issue is meddling with 
a serious racial issue in the District of 
Columbia, and we are demanding that 
you stay out of this very serious affair. 

The amendment was passed to com-
bat racial injustice. Twenty-three 
States have legalized medical mari-
juana, 18 have decriminalized mari-
juana, and two States have legalized 
marijuana. We will not be treated dif-
ferently from any other State in the 
Union. The one thing we demand is 
equal treatment. 

I must note that there is a growing 
sense among my Republican colleagues 
in this Congress that marijuana should 
no longer be criminally treated. We 
don’t treat alcohol, which does far 
more harm, in a criminal fashion. 
While I am the last one to say smoke 
weed or cigarettes, I don’t think people 
should get a criminal record for having 
done so. 

We do not see any consistency among 
my Republican colleagues. When the 
Harris amendment came in committee, 
Republicans voted for it, and I want to 
say something about those Repub-
licans. 

KEN CALVERT of California, JEFF 
FORTENBERRY, JAIME HERRERA 
BEUTLER, DAVID JOYCE, DAVID 
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VALADAO, ANDY HARRIS—of course—and 
MARK AMODEI, these members, along 
with Mr. HARRIS, violated their own 
limited, small government, local con-
trol, states’ rights principles by voting 
in committee for the Harris amend-
ment. 

I want to say a special word about 
MARK AMODEI of Nevada because he ex-
ceeded other Members in hypocrisy. He 
joined a majority last month on the 
floor in favor of an amendment block-
ing the Federal Government from 
interfering with medical marijuana in 
those States which allow it—because 
Nevada allows it. 

b 1515 

He didn’t want the Federal Govern-
ment interfering with what had been 
sanctioned by his own state, but he was 
quick to interfere with the local affairs 
on a related substance right after-
wards. 

I call on my Republican colleagues to 
at least abide by their own principles 
and to show some consistency of prin-
ciple. 

Also passed recently was an amend-
ment that prevents the Federal Gov-
ernment from penalizing financial in-
stitutions that provide services to legal 
marijuana businesses. If you have got a 
marijuana business in your State and 
the State says it is okay, then the Fed-
eral Government cannot keep financial 
institutions from dealing in bank 
transactions with these local mari-
juana businesses. 

Forty-five Republicans voted for that 
amendment that passed. That is a large 
number of Republicans to cross the 
aisle in this House. The House has also 
voted to block the Drug Enforcement 
Administration from using funds to 
target medical marijuana operations in 
States where those operations are 
legal. Forty-nine Republicans voted for 
that. 

Be consistent. If you are going to 
vote to keep the Federal Government 
out of matters involving marijuana 
where your State has sanctioned its 
use, then apply that same principle to 
the District of Columbia. That is why 
the Associated Press said: ‘‘House GOP 
to D.C.: Guns OK, pot dangerous.’’ 

Like the Massie gun amendment, the 
Harris amendment had unintended con-
sequences, too. The District of Colum-
bia marijuana decriminalization is 
legal because the law has passed its 
layover period of 60 legislative days. At 
the end of that 60 days, the law became 
legal. Now, the Harris amendment— 
seeks to overturn it. What happens 
when you use a pre-loaded Federal po-
litical bomb against a local jurisdic-
tion is clear from what has happened 
with Representative HARRIS’ amend-
ment. That amendment now would not 
only block the District from enforcing 
its laws, it would block the District 
from issuing the fines that, with a 
sense of responsibility, were put in the 
law for those who, for example, smoke 
marijuana on the streets. There are un-
intended consequences because you 

don’t know what you are doing when 
you meddle in the business, the local 
business, of another jurisdiction. 

It is remarkable that Mr. HARRIS is a 
Club for Growth, Tea Party acolyte, 
who was known before he came here 
and is known now for his support of 
states’ rights more than he is known 
for anything else; and it is remarkable 
to note that his own State, Maryland, 
has decriminalized marijuana. He is a 
Member who has the power in Mary-
land. Yet, he could not keep his own 
State from decriminalizing marijuana. 
So he tries to do in the District what 
he could not do in the State where he 
is accountable to the voters. 

A recent article on Mr. HARRIS and 
the District of Columbia when these 
residents Constituent Services Day in 
Representative HARRIS’ office: 

I thought this media stunt was going to be 
a colossally goofball effort that had little to 
no effect on Harris or his views, and we still 
don’t know if it will, but on that day, his em-
ployees were clearly rattled, so mission ac-
complished. 

Moreover, Harris—who also has said that, 
to District residents, Congress is their local 
legislature—missed an opportunity to come 
across as something beyond another guy 
stuffed in a suit, overreaching his bound-
aries. By leaving the completely manageable 
demonstration to his marginally prepared 
aides, his stance on what the city’s drug 
policies should be came across as even more 
aloof and more nonsensical than ever. 

Look at how you are viewed. Think 
before you decide to insert yourself 
against your own professed—and often 
announced—principles into the affairs 
of a local jurisdiction not your own. 

I am here this afternoon to serve no-
tice on these two Members—and we are 
not through with them yet—or on any 
other Members who come forward that, 
yes, you can vote when I can’t, but you 
cannot keep the residents of the Dis-
trict of Columbia from doing what they 
can to show you and to show America 
that we will not be treated as second- 
class citizens in our own country, not 
by THOMAS MASSIE, not by ANDY HAR-
RIS, not by any Member of the House or 
Senate. Don’t expect us to just lie 
down and take it. No red-blooded 
American would take what these Mem-
bers have tried to do to this city with 
the gun amendment and with the mari-
juana decriminalization amendment. 

In the name of your own principles— 
principles on which I agree that mat-
ters in the States and localities are for 
them, and my friends, maybe even 
some of the things we do here can bet-
ter be done in the States—there is a 
democratic way to accomplish that 
mission, but it is not by an act of pro-
found congressional bullying where you 
exert power to which even the local 
Member cannot respond except on this 
floor, with her voice—not even with a 
vote. 

When THOMAS MASSIE decided that he 
wanted to overrule his chair, they 
didn’t pull him off the floor. They let 
him have a vote. I will not have a vote 
on any matter affecting the District of 
Columbia. In the name of decency, if 

you are not going to give me a vote, 
stay out of the affairs of the District of 
Columbia. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia (at the re-
quest of Mr. CANTOR) for today on ac-
count of family obligations. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE (at the request of 
Ms. PELOSI) for July 10 on account of 
official business in the district. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE (at the request of 
Ms. PELOSI) for July 24 on account of 
official business in the district. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE (at the request of 
Ms. PELOSI) for June 4 and 5, 2013, Feb-
ruary 10, 2014, March 4, 2014, and April 
9 and 10, 2014 on account of official 
business. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 3 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, July 28, 
2014, at noon for morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

6604. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Asian Longhorned Beetle; Quar-
antined Areas in New Jersey [Docket No.: 
APHIS-2013-0078] received July 18, 2014, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

6605. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Cotton 
Board Rules and Regulations: Adjusting Sup-
plemental Assessment of Imports (2014 
Amendment) [Doc. No.: AMS-CN-13-0100] re-
ceived July 8, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

6606. A letter from the Chief Counsel, Act-
ing, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock-
et ID: FEMA-2014-0002][Internal Agency 
Docket No.: FEMA-8337] received July 15, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

6607. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
General Counsel for Regulatory Services, De-
partment of Education, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Final priority. Na-
tional Institute on Disability and Rehabili-
tation Research--Rehabilitation Engineering 
Research Centers [Docket ID: ED-2014- 
OSERS-0018] [CDFA Number: 84.133E-4.] re-
ceived July 10, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

6608. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
General Counsel for Regulatory Services, De-
partment of Education, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Final Priority. Na-
tional Institute on Disability and Rehabili-
tation Research--Rehabilitation Research 
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